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emergency medical technicians were 
not trained to use it. So, of course, 
they called for help. A doctor arrived 
and defibrillated him. 

After 8 months of limited duty, he 
was cleared to return to active duty 
and is currently assigned to the Office 
of Secretary of Defense. 

Commander Hearing’s outcome could 
have been tragic if the doctor had not 
been available. If the doctor had not 
been available, the EMTs, who were 
not equipped with an automated exter-
nal defibrillator, AED, would have 
likely watched Commander Hearing 
die.

Commander Hearing knows how 
lucky he is today. His experience 
stands in contrast to another incident 
at the Pentagon in March of 1998. 
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Army Colonel Mike Moake was exer-
cising in the Pentagon Athletic Club 
early one morning when he experienced 
a sudden cardiac arrest. Paramedics 
were called, and bystanders performed 
CPR on Colonel Moake. Medics arrived 
more than 20 minutes after his collapse 
and defibrillated him. They started his 
heart, but by that time Colonel Moake 
had suffered irreversible brain damage. 
Unfortunately, he died 2 weeks later. 

If an automated external 
defibrillator had been available in this 
case, Colonel Moake’s chances of sur-
vival would have improved immeas-
urably. Partly as a result of Colonel 
Moake’s tragic death, the Pentagon is 
procuring and installing several AEDs. 
After Commander Hearing’s experience 
in Fallon, Nevada, the Navy procured 
AEDs for the clinic and ambulances at 
several other military bases. 

The American Heart Association and 
American Red Cross objective is to ad-
vance legislation like the Cardiac Ar-
rest Survival Act so others do not have 
to die or barely escape death before 
AEDs are made accessible to them. 

Bob Adams also had a dramatic expe-
rience that I also would like to share, 
Mr. Speaker, with my colleagues. This 
occurred on July 3, 1997. Bob Adams 
was walking through Grand Central 
Station in New York City when his 
heart suddenly stopped and he col-
lapsed. He was 42 years old, a lawyer in 
a firm of 450 people, a husband, and a 
father of three young children. He was 
in perfect health and always had been. 
From the time he played collegiate 
basketball at Colgate College up to his 
current avocation as a NCAA basket-
ball referee, health was a nonissue to 
him.

Nevertheless, without warning, with-
out any history of heart disease, he 
went into cardiac arrest the day before 
a holiday weekend, in a location 
through which half a million people 
pass every day. 

For Bob, timing was everything. On 
July 2, the day before he collapsed, the 
automated external defibrillator that 

the Metro North Commuter Railroad 
had ordered for use in Grand Central 
Station had arrived and the staff had 
been trained in its use. 

Bob’s heart was stopped for approxi-
mately 5 minutes while the AED was 
put in place. It was unpacked from its 
shipping box and everyone hoped it had 
come with charged batteries. Thanks 
to the trained staff at the station and 
an EMT who happened to be present, 
his life was saved. 

Doctors have never discovered what 
happened to his heart. It simply 
stopped. Whatever it was, he and his 
wife Sue, along with their three chil-
dren, Kimberly, Ryan and Kyle, are 
very glad there was an AED at Grand 
Central Station. 

Please join with me in cosponsoring 
H.R. 2498, the Cardiac Arrest Survival 
Act, and help save lives. 

f 

TWO FLOODS AND YOU ARE OUT 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
PETRI.) Under the Speaker’s announced 
policy of January 19, 1999, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. BLUMENAUER)
is recognized during morning hour de-
bates for 5 minutes. 

Mr. BLUMENAUER. Mr. Speaker, 
the goal of livable communities is to 
make our families safe, healthy, and 
economically secure. Witnessing the 
devastation that has occurred this last 
week in the southeastern United States 
is painful to watch. Thirty-five known 
dead; others still unaccounted for. 
Imagine the suffering and disruption of 
lives and business. It has shown us once 
again how vulnerable millions of Amer-
icans are to natural disaster. The worst 
floods in years, unforgettable images of 
disaster, entire families wiped out. We 
need to help those who are suffering 
now, but we also need to take steps to 
prevent suffering like this in the future 
because it will happen again. 

Hurricane experts suggest we are 
emerging from a relatively calm 
weather period to a more active de-
structive one. Increasing development 
pressures are resulting in building 
homes in flood plains around rivers, 
lakes, and on our coasts. One does not 
have to believe in global warming to 
know we have a problem, and it is get-
ting worse. 

We have to begin to deal with this in 
a sensible fashion. We need to look at 
where we build on coasts and develop-
ments in wetlands. We need to look at 
how we build. Even now there is a bat-
tle raging in North Carolina, iron-
ically, about their building codes, argu-
ing over, for instance, whether there 
should be protections for windows— 
like storm shutters. 

When we have already built, we need 
to look at how we can best protect 
property and lives from the dev-
astating impact of natural disaster. 
Government, in fact, bears some re-
sponsibility for allowing and indeed fa-

cilitating homes in harm’s way by sub-
sidizing repeated flood losses through 
the National Flood Insurance Program. 

Along with the gentleman from Ne-
braska (Mr. BEREUTER), I have pro-
posed legislation to provide significant 
new assistance for those who are most 
at risk to provide $400 million addi-
tional from the years 2001 to 2004 to 
help flood-proof or relocate people who 
are facing the greatest risk from repet-
itive flood loss, the people most in 
harm’s way. 

If an offer of mitigation or relocation 
would be refused under our proposal, 
then at least the residents who decide 
to stay in harm’s way would be at least 
required to pay the full cost of their 
flood insurance, as those who already 
live in homes that were built or sub-
stantially improved starting in 1975 al-
ready do. The intent here is not to pun-
ish but is to take away the incentive 
that people are given by the Federal 
Government to continue to live in haz-
ardous circumstances. 

The bill’s name, Two Floods and You 
Are Out—of the Taxpayers’ Pocket, 
might be a bit provocative but the 
issue goes far beyond money. The goal 
of the two floods bill is not to elimi-
nate the flood insurance but, rather, 
the goal is to protect the lives of Amer-
icans who live in the path of frequent 
flooding, to protect the flood insurance 
program for the 4 million current pol-
icyholders, and to protect the Amer-
ican taxpayer. 

The flood insurance program cannot 
continue as it is now. There is a deficit 
right at this moment of almost three- 
quarters of a billion dollars and it is 
climbing. Two percent of the policy-
holders have claimed 40 percent of all 
flood insurance payments since 1978. 
Many of them have chosen to live, 
sadly, in these areas of greatest con-
flict.

There is a home in Texas that has re-
ceived over $806,000 of flood insurance 
in 16 different events in less than 20 
years, and the home is worth only 
$114,000.

The question then becomes, should 
the Federal Government be in the busi-
ness of providing an incentive for a 
small number of people to stop and 
continuously risk not just their prop-
erty but their lives and those of their 
families and their neighbors. 

Nicholas Sparks in this Sunday’s 
New York Times Magazine suggests 
that, well, maybe the answer is yes. He 
plans to rebuild in a hurricane dev-
astated sand dune on the Carolina 
coast.

I think that the majority of Ameri-
cans would disagree. If there is a com-
passionate way to provide an incentive 
for people to move out of harm’s way, 
that is what we should consider. If 
there is a way to provide that incentive 
while also protecting the flood insur-
ance program and the American tax-
payer, then that approach should be 
implemented as soon as possible. 
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There are ways to protect lives: The 

flood insurance program and the tax-
payer. The Two Floods bill would pro-
vide assistance to those who are most 
in danger to help them move to higher 
ground or to flood-proof their home. 
The money spent to move them from 
harm’s way protects the lives of fami-
lies that live by them and protects the 
health of the flood insurance program 
by ending the danger of repeated dam-
age claims. 

Putting people, their families, and 
their neighbors who try to save them 
at risk does them no favor. Encour-
aging people we know to suffer re-
peated loss and threat is a waste of 
more than taxpayers’ money. The loss 
of property, business, and human life is 
a tragedy we can help prevent. I urge 
my colleagues to support reform of the 
national flood insurance program. 

f 

TRIBUTE TO FELIX TRINIDAD, A 
NATIVE SON OF PUERTO RICO 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 19, 1999, the gentleman from Puer-
to Rico (Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ), is rec-
ognized during morning hour debates 
for 5 minutes. 

Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ. Mr. Speak-
er, I would like to take this oppor-
tunity to congratulate Felix ‘‘Tito’’ 
Trinidad, a native son of Puerto Rico, 
on his tremendous victory in the world 
welterweight title fight this past Sat-
urday, September 18. Tito’s victory 
over his talented and worthy opponent, 
Oscar De La Hoya, has touched off one 
of the largest and most passionate cele-
brations in the long and storied history 
of sports in Puerto Rico. 

Both fighters brought impressive cre-
dentials to this bout. Each one was 
undefeated, with Trinidad having won 
35 straight matches and De La Hoya 31 
straight victories. Public interest for a 
bout between these two ran high and 
once the match was set, anticipation 
reached a fevered pitch; and the fans 
who watched this clash on Saturday 
night were treated to a tremendous 
spectacle.

De La Hoya fought confidently and 
appeared to have a lead midway 
through the fight, but Tito showed the 
heart of a champion by coming back to 
win the later rounds and, with them, 
the bout. His perseverance against a 
great opponent and the tenacity he 
showed in overcoming the deficit he 
faced was an inspiration for all of us. 

Nowhere is Tito’s victory appreciated 
more than in Puerto Rico. We are in-
tensely proud of our native son who has 
brought us great honor. Even before his 
victory on Saturday, Tito was recog-
nized as one of the heroes of the long 
and storied history of sports in Puerto 
Rico.

Of course, Puerto Rico’s sports his-
tory focuses heavily on America’s na-
tional pastime, baseball, a game that 

Puerto Ricans have embraced with an 
unrivaled passion. Our heroes include 
the legendary Roberto Clemente, 
known as much for his acts of humani-
tarian compassion as for his baseball 
skills, and such current stars as Juan 
Gonzalez, Ivan Rodriguez, Roberto and 
Sandy Alomar, Edgar Martinez, and 
Bernie Williams, to name a few. 

Tito’s victory on Saturday night 
adds another significant chapter to the 
great history of Puerto Ricans distin-
guishing themselves in the world of 
sports.

I hope other Members of this body 
will join me in congratulating Felix 
Trinidad on his great victory over his 
outstanding opponent, Oscar De La 
Hoya, on Saturday night. All of Puerto 
Rico is proud of you, Tito, and so are 
your fellow American citizens who saw 
your outstanding display of courage 
and tenacity. You show the true mettle 
of a champion, the stuff heroes are 
made of. You are an example to our 
youth in Puerto Rico and to all the 
youth across the Nation. 

f 

RECESS

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12 of rule I, the Chair de-
clares the House in recess until 2 p.m. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 56 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess until 2 p.m. 

f 
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AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER

The Reverend David N. Morrell, St. 
Martin’s Lutheran Church, Houston, 
Texas, offered the following prayer: 

Let us pray. Gracious and eternal 
God, as these men and women who 
have been elected by the people of this 
Nation to represent them gather today, 
we ask Your blessing upon them. Grant 
that they be open to Your divine will 
and the guidance of Your Holy Spirit 
as they discuss, debate, and decide the 
issues before them. 

On this new day, guide the leader-
ship, the Members, and their staff that 
their efforts for equality, justice, 
mercy, and compassion will bear fruit 
in this Nation and in Your world. 

In faith and hope we pray, in the 
name of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has exam-
ined the Journal of the last day’s pro-
ceedings and announces to the House 
his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman 

from California (Mr. CALVERT) come 
forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. CALVERT led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 
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COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK,
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,

Washington, DC, September 20, 1999. 
Hon. J. DENNIS HASTERT,
The Speaker, U.S. House of Representatives, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-

mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, I have the honor to transmit a sealed 
envelope received from the White House on 
September 16, 1999 at 3:10 p.m. and said to 
contain a message from the President where-
by he transmits to the Congress proposed 
legislation entitled, the ‘‘Cyberspace Elec-
tronic Security Act of 1999.’’ 

With best wishes, I am 
Sincerely,

JEFF TRANDAHL.

f 

CYBERSPACE ELECTRONIC SECU-
RITY ACT OF 1999—MESSAGE 
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE 
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 106– 
123)
The SPEAKER laid before the House 

the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States; which was 
read and, together with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary and the Com-
mittee on Government Reform and or-
dered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
I am pleased to transmit for your 

early consideration and speedy enact-
ment a legislative proposal entitled the 
‘‘Cyberspace Electronic Security Act of 
1999’’ (CESA). Also transmitted here-
with is a section-by-section analysis. 

There is little question that con-
tinuing advances in technology are 
changing forever the way in which peo-
ple live, the way they communicate 
with each other, and the manner in 
which they work and conduct com-
merce. In just a few years, the Internet 
has shown the world a glimpse of what 
is attainable in the information age. As 
a result, the demand for more and bet-
ter access to information and elec-
tronic commerce continues to grow— 
among not just individuals and con-
sumers, but also among financial, med-
ical, and educational institutions, 
manufacturers and merchants, and 
State and local governments. This in-
creased reliance on information and 
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